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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Page 6: 

The examiner accepts tine amendment to claim 13 as placing the claim into a 
statutory category and the 101 rejection is withdrawn. 

Page 7, section beginning with "Without conceding": 

The applicant argues that Stumphauzer does not disclose that search results are 
"presented to a user for a predetermined time and in a sequence so that the user may 
choose a preferred program from the presented plurality of programs." The examiner is 
taking the time to indicate how this limitation is defined in the applicant's specification to 
better clarify the claim. Figure 8 (and page 23 of the applicant's specification) discloses 
that the search results are displayed one at a time on the display screen for a 
predetermined amount of time. The searching method can be stopped by the user by 
pressing the "Stop Search" icon on the screen. It is this stopping of the search function 
that defines the limitation of the user "choosing a program," as stopping the search will 
result in the last search result displayed on the screen being presented and watched by 
the user. The specification does not support a limitation of presenting a list to the user 
allowing for the user to choose a program, as might by interpreted by the claim 
language. 
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The added limitation will be rejected using an additional reference and a new grounds of 
rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 5, 7-9, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stumphauzer in view of Ellis (US Publication 2002/0194600, known 
after this as Ellis2002). 

Referring to claim 1, Stumphauzer discloses a digital broadcast reception 
apparatus for receiving a digital broadcast (figure 1, part 1040; paragraph 15) including 
a program (paragraph 21) and program guide information for providing a guide to the 
program content (paragraph 22), the digital broadcast reception apparatus comprising: 

a broadcast reception unit for receiving a digital broadcast on air (figure 1 , part 

1040); 

a condition determination unit (paragraphs 19 and 20) for determining whether or 
not the program matches a search condition (paragraph 28) on the basis of the program 
guide information received by the broadcast reception unit (paragraph 49); and 

a program search unit for making a program search by controlling the broadcast 
reception unit (figure 2, part 2140) 
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to continue to receive the digital broadcast containing the program, which is 
determined matching the search condition by the condition determination unit (figure 7, 
part 7040; NO condition), and 

to stop receiving the digital broadcast containing the program, which is not 
determined matching the search condition by the condition determination unit and to 
receive another digital broadcast (figure 7, part 7060); 

wherein in the program search, a plurality of programs that match the search 
condition and that are contained in the received digital broadcast are presented to a 
user for a predetermined time in a sequence (figure 7). 

Stumphauzer does not disclose an apparatus wherein the sequence is presented 
so that the user may choose a preferred program from the presented plurality of 
programs. 

In an analogous art, Ellis2002 teaches an apparatus wherein the sequence is 
presented so that the user may choose a preferred program from the presented plurality 
of programs (paragraphs 65 and 68). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the scan stopping taught by Ellis2002 to the apparatus disclosed by 
Stumphauzer. The motivation would have been to give the user more control over the 
automated search feature, which would allow for the user to continue listening to a song 
if they like it, regardless or whether the system thinks the song is a good match or not. 
This would allow for the user to experience new music that they normally would not 
have access to. 
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Claim 13 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 1 . 

Referring to claim 2, Stumphauzer discloses a digital broadcast reception 
apparatus according to claim 1 further comprising: a condition input unit for accepting 

an entry operation of a condition; and a condition setting unit for setting the condition 
input in the condition input unit as the search condition (paragraph 31). 

Referring to claim 5, Stumphauzer discloses a digital broadcast reception 

apparatus according to claim 2, wherein the condition input unit accepts an operation of 
specifying a program genre as the condition (paragraph 28). 

Referring to claim 7, Stumphauzer discloses a digital broadcast reception 

apparatus according to claim 1 , wherein: service types of the digital broadcast include 
video, audio, data, and temporary broadcast; and the program search unit makes the 
program search for each program service (paragraphs 27 and 28). 

Referring to claim 8, Stumphauzer discloses a digital broadcast reception 
apparatus according to claim 2, wherein: the condition input unit is input into a keyword 
concerning at least one of a program name, cast, and program detail information; and 
the condition setting unit sets the search condition to receive a program containing the 
keyword input into the condition input unit (paragraph 28). 
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Referring to claim 9, Stumphauzer discloses a digital broadcast reception 
apparatus according to claim 1 , further comprising: a request input unit allowing to input 
a program trial reception request while the program search unit is executing the 
program search (paragraph 44); and a control unit for controlling the program search 
unit to stop the program search and controlling the broadcast reception unit to execute 
program trial reception when the program trial reception request is input into the request 
input unit (paragraph 45). 

Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stumphauzer and Ellis2002 as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Ellis (US 
Patent Number 7,065,709). 

Referring to claim 3, Stumphauzer and Ellis2002 do not disclose a digital 
broadcast reception apparatus according to claim 2, wherein: the condition input unit 
accepts an entry operation of selecting the condition from a previously prepared list 
including a plurality of conditions; and the condition setting unit sets the condition, which 
is selected by the condition input unit accepting the entry operation, as the search 
condition. 

In an analogous art, Ellis teaches a digital broadcast reception apparatus 
according to claim 2, wherein: the condition input unit accepts an entry operation of 
selecting the condition from a previously prepared list including a plurality of conditions; 
and the condition setting unit sets the condition, which is selected by the condition input 
unit accepting the entry operation, as the search condition (figure 9a). 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for ordinary sl<ill in the art 
to add the prepared search lists taught by Ellis to the system disclosed by Stumphauzer 
and Ellis2002. The motivation would have been to enable a user to search quickly by 
using predefined search terms. 

Referring to claim 4, Stumphauzer and Ellis2002 do not disclose a digital 
broadcast reception apparatus according to claim 2, wherein: the condition input section 
accepts an entry operation of a plurality of conditions and an operation of specifying a 
logical operation for the conditions; and if the user specifies the logical operation for the 
conditions input through the condition input unit, the condition setting unit sets the input 
conditions together with the specified logical operation as the search condition. 

In an analogous art, Ellis teaches a digital broadcast reception apparatus 
according to claim 2, wherein: the condition input section accepts an entry operation of 
a plurality of conditions and an operation of specifying a logical operation for the 
conditions; and if the user specifies the logical operation for the conditions input through 
the condition input unit, the condition setting unit sets the input conditions together with 
the specified logical operation as the search condition (figure 9a). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for ordinary skill in the art 
to add the prepared search lists taught by Ellis to the system disclosed by Stumphauzer 
and Ellis2002. The motivation would have been to enable a user to search quickly by 
using predefined search terms. 
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Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stumphauzer and Ellis2002 as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Legall. 

Referring to claim 6, Stumphauzer discloses a digital broadcast reception 
apparatus according to claim 2, wherein: service types of the digital broadcast include 
video, audio, data, and temporary broadcast (paragraphs 27 and 28). 

Stumphauzer and Ellis2002 do not disclose a digital broadcast reception 
apparatus according to claim 2, wherein: the condition input unit accepts an operation of 
specifying at least one of the service types as the condition. 

In an analogous art, Legall teaches a digital broadcast reception apparatus 
according to claim 2, wherein: the condition input unit accepts an operation of specifying 
at least one of the service types as the condition (figure 3B, part 341 ). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the source search selection taught by Legall to the apparatus disclosed by 
Stumphauzer and Ellis2002. The motivation would have been to enable the user to 
better specify the selection criteria so as to enable a better content match. 

Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stumphauzer and Ellis2002 as applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of Goraya. 

Referring to claim 10, Stumphauzer and Ellis2002 do not disclose a digital 
broadcast reception apparatus according to 9, wherein: the request input unit allows to 
input a program search restart request for stopping the program trial reception and 
restarting the program search; and when the program search restart request is input 
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into tlie request input unit, the control unit controls the program search unit to restart the 
program search at the program search stop state. 

In an analogous art, Goraya teaches a digital broadcast reception apparatus 
according to 9, wherein: the request input unit allows to input a program search restart 
request for stopping the program trial reception and restarting the program search; and 
when the program search restart request is input into the request input unit, the control 
unit controls the program search unit to restart the program search at the program 
search stop state (paragraph 87). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the search pausing and restarting taught by Goraya to the apparatus 
disclosed by Stumphauzer and Ellis2002. The motivation would have been to enable 
the user to stop the search if something interesting if found on the default channel 
(Stumphauzer: paragraph 44) that the user would want to add to the search criteria 
(paragraph 31). 

Referring to claim 11, Stumphauzer discloses a digital broadcast reception 
apparatus according to claim 10, further comprising: a condition retention unit for 
retaining the search conditions set by the condition setting unit (figure 5, part 5030). 

Referring to claim 12, Stumphauzer discloses a digital broadcast reception 
apparatus according to claim 11, wherein the condition determination unit determines 
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whether or not the program matches the search condition retained in the condition 
retention unit (figure 7). 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin E. Shepard whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-5967. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-5967. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christopher Kelley/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2424 
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